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areas in the State and their estimated 
fuel needs and costs. The section must 
also describe the criteria used to iden-
tify eligible areas, including the char-
acteristics that make fuel deliveries by 
surface transport impossible or imprac-
ticable. The description of beneficiary 
communities should provide a detailed 
breakdown of the density profile of the 
area to be served by eligible projects. 
Indicate to what extent persons in eli-
gible areas live outside of communities 
of 2,500 persons or more, communities 
of 5,000 or more or outside of commu-
nities of 20,000 or more. All population 
estimates should be based on Census 
Bureau data where available. All rep-
resentations should be supported with 
exhibits such as maps, summary tables 
and references to official information 
sources. 

(4) Project description. The application 
must: 

(i) Describe the legal structure and 
staffing of the revolving fund proposal 
for fuel purchase support. 

(ii) Identify the objectives of the 
project, the proposed criteria for estab-
lishing project funding eligibility and 
how the project is to be staffed, man-
aged and financed. 

(iii) Describe how the potential bene-
ficiaries will be informed of the avail-
ability of revolving fund benefits to 
them. 

(iv) Explain how the proposed revolv-
ing fund program will help provide a 
more cost-effective means of meeting 
fuel supply needs in eligible areas, en-
courage the adoption of financially sus-
tainable energy practices, the adequate 
planning and investment in bulk fuel 
facility operations and maintenance 
and cost-effective investments in en-
ergy efficiency. 

(v) If the revolving fund program is 
not yet operational, a proposed imple-
mentation schedule and milestones 
should be provided. 

(5) Demonstrated experience. The appli-
cation shall describe past accomplish-
ments and experiences that are rel-
evant to determine whether the appli-
cant is capable of administering the 
grant project. 

(6) Budget. The application must in-
clude a pro forma operating budget for 
the proposed fund and a description of 
all funding sources. The level of detail 

must be sufficient for reviewers to de-
termine that grant funds will be used 
only for eligible purposes and to deter-
mine the extent to which the program 
is entirely dependent on grant funding 
or whether it has financial support 
from the State or other sources. 

(7) Performance measures and project 
evaluation. The application must pro-
vide unambiguous and quantifiable 
measures that will be used to evaluate 
the success and cost-effectiveness of 
the revolving fund in assuring adequate 
fuel supplies for eligible communities 
and for assessing the fuel supply 
projects financed. The grant announce-
ment may establish additional required 
elements that must be addressed in the 
narrative proposal of the application 
package. 

§ 1709.211 Submission of applications. 
Completed applications must be sub-

mitted to RUS at the address specified 
in the grant announcement on or be-
fore the deadline specified in the grant 
announcement. Instructions for sub-
mittal of applications electronically 
will be established in the grant an-
nouncement. Late applications will be 
rejected. 

§ 1709.212 Application review. 
The Agency will review all applica-

tions to determine whether the appli-
cant is eligible and whether the appli-
cation is timely, complete and suffi-
ciently responsive to the requirements 
set forth in the grant announcement to 
allow for an informed review. Failure 
to address any of the required evalua-
tion criteria or to submit all required 
forms will disqualify the proposal. The 
Agency reserves the right to contact 
the applicant to clarify information 
contained in the proposal to resolve 
issues related to eligibility and the 
grant request. Applications that are 
timely, complete, and responsive will 
be forwarded for further evaluation. 
Applications that are late, incomplete, 
or non-responsive will be rejected. 

§ 1709.213 Evaluation of applications. 
(a) The Agency will establish one or 

more rating panels to review and rate 
the grant applications. The panels may 
include persons not employed by the 
Agency. 
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(b) The rating panel will evaluate and 
rate all complete applications that 
meet the eligibility requirements ac-
cording to the evaluation and selection 
criteria and weights established in the 
grant announcement. Panel members 
may make recommendations for condi-
tions on grant awards to promote suc-
cessful performance of the grant or to 
assure compliance with other Federal 
requirements. 

(c) After all proposals have been eval-
uated and scored, the proposals, the 
rankings, recommendations, and com-
ments of the rating panel will be for-
warded to the Administrator. 

§ 1709.214 Administrator’s review and 
selection of grant awards. 

(a) The final decision to make a 
grant award is at the discretion of the 
Administrator. The Administrator 
shall consider the applications, the 
ranking, comments, and recommenda-
tions of the rating panel, and any other 
pertinent information before making a 
decision about which, if any, applica-
tions to approve, the amount of funds 
awarded, and the order of approval. 
The Administrator reserves the right 
not to make any awards from the ap-
plications submitted. When the Admin-
istrator decides not to make any 
awards, the Administrator shall docu-
ment in writing the reason for the deci-
sion. 

(b) Decisions on grant awards will be 
made by the Administrator after con-
sideration of the applications, the 
rankings and recommendations of the 
rating panel. The Administrator may 
elect to award less than the full 
amount of grant requested by an appli-
cant. 

(c) The applications selected by the 
Administrator will be funded in rank 
order to the extent of available funds. 

§ 1709.215 Consideration of unfunded 
applications under later grant an-
nouncements. 

The grant announcement may pro-
vide that all eligible but unfunded pro-
posals submitted under preceding an-
nouncements may also be considered 
for funding. The announcement shall 
describe whether and how prior appli-
cants may request reconsideration and 
supplement their application material. 

§ 1709.216 Evaluation criteria and 
weights. 

Unless supplemented in the grant an-
nouncement, the criteria listed in this 
section will be used to evaluate pro-
posals submitted under this program. 
The total points available and the dis-
tribution of points to be awarded per 
criterion will be identified in the grant 
announcement. 

(a) Program Design. Reviewers will 
consider the financial viability of the 
applicant’s revolving fund program de-
sign, the proposed criteria for estab-
lishing eligible projects and borrowers, 
and how the program will improve the 
cost effectiveness of bulk fuel pur-
chases in eligible areas. Programs dem-
onstrating a strong design and the abil-
ity to improve cost effectiveness will 
receive more points than applications 
that are less detailed. 

(b) Assessment of needs. Reviewers will 
award more points to programs that 
serve or give priority to assisting more 
costly areas than those that serve pop-
ulations that suffer from less severe 
physical and economic challenges. 

(c) Program evaluation and perform-
ance measures. Reviewers may award 
more points to performance measures 
that are relevant to the project objec-
tive and quantifiable than to perform-
ance measures that are more subjective 
and do not incorporate variables that 
reflect a reduction in fuel cost or im-
provement in service. 

(d) Demonstrated experience. Appli-
cants may be awarded points for rel-
evant experience in administering re-
volving fund or other comparable pro-
grams. 

(e) Rurality. Reviewers may award 
more points to proposals that give pri-
ority in access to funds to communities 
with low population density or that are 
located in remote eligible areas than to 
proposals that serve eligible, but less 
remote and higher population density 
communities. 

(f) Cost sharing. Although cost-shar-
ing is not required under this program, 
projects that evidence significant fund-
ing or contributed property, equipment 
or other in kind support for the project 
may be awarded points for this cri-
terion where the aggregate value of 
these contributions exceed 25 percent 
of the annual funding operations. 
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